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PROGRESS OF WORK; REPORTS BY THE C'UIHMEH ' -F THE COMMITTEES 

The CHAIKMAH -;a i d that Ui<! Chairmen of the three Commit toes had informed him 
of the progress of their work, which might. • summarized as follows > 

The Chairman of the Second Committee liad reported that his Committee had oonqpleted 
its second reading of working paper/A/UOHF. C?/f;. 2/WP . 1 the previous week and would 
begin iusaediately to set up small working .groups to study specific subjects. Meetings 
of the full Committee would be convened formally or informally, as circumstances 
dictated. Sc far three working groups had be»n set up, one dealing with baselines, one 
vith his-cric bays and the third with access to the sea. The Committee hoped soon tc 
r*>s:r. agreement on a single text relating to baselines. Cn the other hand, there was 
a;; ye: no prospect of a final conclusion or. historic bays. The Chairman of the Second 
Committee had reported that the vorkirig group on access to the sea consisted of eight 
transit States -hot-in by him and five land-locked States; he intended to set up three 
other working groups to study innocent passage in the territorial sea, the contiguous 
zone and the high seas. He had added that delegations had not yet held ccnyilteticns 
on questions relating to the economic zone arid the continental shelf. 

The Chairman of the First Committee had had nothing specific to report and had 
stated merely that the working group of the First Committer; was continuing its work. 

The Chairman of the Tliird Commit te,. hud stated that it had set up two groups of 
the whole to < onaider items 12, IjJ and 14 of the agenda. 

He sau 1 that the Rapporteur- General had asked whether machinery should not be 
established as soon ac possible within the* Conference for the conduct of negotiations 
on critical issues. The Chairman of the Se. ond Committee had said that he was trying 
to establish such a group, and that the- Eastern European States had already nominated 
four representatives to it. The Chairman 1 the Third Committee had said that rare 
must be taken to ensure that the proposed group was as representative as possible, 
without thereby becoming less effective. He himself fully shared that view; he 
thought it would be impossible to negotiate effectively in a 140-member group. In 
his view, the ideal number would be about %, 
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The Chairman of the Third Committee had also suggested that the time might have 
come for the Drafting Committee to start work. In that connexion, he had proposed a 
two stage procedure: the Chairmen of formal or informal working groups would set up 
a small group consisting of countries particularly interested in a given, question. 

. When that small group had completed its work, all discussions on the question would be 
suspended, and it might be useful at that stage to seek the help of the Drafting 
Committee. The Chairman of the Drafting Committee, in turn, had observed that his 
Committee would act as a co-ordinating group, and not as a negotiating group, in 
accordance with its terms of reference under rule 53 of. the Conference's rules of 
procedure. 

The Chairman of the Third Committee had also pointed out that general policy 
matters might be considered by the negotiating group, with purely technical questions 
being handled differently. 

The Chairman of the First Committee had asked at what stage a text should be sent 
to the Drafting Committee - whether, for example, the Drafting Committee should be 
called upon when a text had already been agreed upon, at the risk of destroying the 
delicate balance achieved at great pains. He (the President) believed that the 
Drafting Committee should consider, not individual articles, hut a whole series of 
related articles. In his view, the Drafting Committee would not treat problems in the 
same way as the working groups: it would take into account divergent views, strive to 
reconcile differing opinions and to find a formula acceptable to the majority of its 
members, and then report to the Chairman of the Committee concerned. 

The Chairman of the Drafting Committee had taken the view that the proposed 
consultative group stood little chance of achieving general agreement and should be 
assigned a co-ordinating role. He himself held, however, that the new group should 
not be merely a co-ordinating body: it should also negotiate actively. If it failed 
to reach agreement, it should Inform the Chairman of the Committee concerned without 
delay and bring to his attention the outstanding points of dipagreement . 

The Chairman of the First Committee had said that the working group of that 
Committee had begun to study definitions and, in consultation with a small group, was 
producing a draft of articles 1-21 for submission to the contact group. 

A/CONF . 62/BUE/SR . 10 


Approved For Release 2002/06/14 : CIA-RDP82S00697R0003001 2001 0-3 


Armrox/pH For Pninacn ■ rift pnD«ocnncn7nnnm.oa 4 nnn 4 A . 7 


- 4 — 

The Chairman of the Third Committee favoured the following procedure: a small 
group of countries directly concerned would study a question and then report to the 
main working group, which would submit the resultc of its work to the Chairman of the 
Committee. The latter would then convene the consultative group and negotiations 
would begin. He himself found that those three stages constituted a logical sequence. 
The following Stage would be for the consultative group to report on the results of its 
work to the full Committee. The Chairman of the Committee would have to decide at 
what etage a tart should b* referred to the Drafting Committee. He himself thought 
it desirable, and even essential, that the Chairmen of the Main Cosmdttees should be 
required, at some stage, to submit a single text, on the understanding that amendments 
might be submitted during negotiations by delegations which considered eome aspects 
of the single text unsatisfactory . 

He invited delegations to express their views on the matters he had outlined 
before the Committee went on to consider the establishment of negotiating machinery 
in the form of a consultative group coneieting of contact groups nominated by each 
regional group and by countries which participated in no regional group. 

Mr. SCKREIBER (Peru) asked whether the Drafting Committee would produce a 
text to serve as a basis for discussion with a view to facilitating the work of the 
Committees. If that were to be the case, he would question the propriety of the 
proposed method, inasmuch as the Drafting Committee -as not empowered to initiate texts 

but merely to play a co-ordinating role. 

■n., CHiTBmN said that the Drafting Committee would propose no texts. 

might combine several texts and make suggestions, but it would have to keep strictly 
within the functions assigned to it in the rules of procedure. Its work would be to 

co-ordinate and to draft. 

Mr. RODRIGtTBS (Brazil) asked what kind of text the Drafting CoBnl 
be required to draft: a text which would form the subject of negotiation or a final 
text having the approval of the Committee concerned. 


A/CONF.62/BTJR/SR.10 


Approved For Release 2002/06/14 : CIA-RDP82S00697R0003001 2001 0-3 


Apprm/gH Fnr R P i eagfl 9nn?/nfi/i/i ■ riA.pnP«9snnfiQ7Pnnn3nni onni n-3 


- 5 - 


The C HAIRMAN said that it would "be for the Chairman of the Committee concerned 
to decide of what type the text referred to the Drafting Committee should be. The 
decision would probably be taken in consultation with the Committee or the working 
> .group, according to circumstances. 

jgr. PI Chi -lung (China) asked for further information about the consultative 
, group whose establishment the Chairman had suggested, since it had not been mentioned 

before . 

— ■ e - CHAIRMAN said that the Conference had as yet no negotiating machinery and 
that, in his view, ouch machinery was essential. 

(Chile) said that he would welcome the establishment of official 
consultation machinery. He pointed out, however, that if a contact group consisting of 
eight regional representatives was set up, it would have the same membership as the 
General Committee. He asked why, if that was the case, the General Committee could not 
perform the functions of the proposed group . 

T he CHAIRMAN said that the General Committee could not act as a negotiating 

body. 

M r. M SCHREIBER (Peru) remarked that so far the Chaiiman had confined himself 
to summarizing his consultations and had made no formal proposal for the establishment 
of a negotiating group. 

T he CHAIRMAN said that he had consulted the Chairmen of the three Main 
Committees, the Chairman of the Drafting Committee, the Rapporteur-General and the 
Chairmen of the five regional groups regarding the creation of suitable machinery for 
the conduct of negotiations. In his opinion, it was imperative that such machinery 
should be established with the least possible delay for the purpose of conducting 
negotiations both at the Committee level and at the Conference level. The device of a 
consultative group composed of contact groups, nominated by each regional group and by 
. Scares which were members of no regional group, had been used with success in the past. 

i. negotiations were to be effective, the number of States participating in them would 
have to be restricted. 

He was fully aware of the fact the classification of States by regional groups was 
not relevant so far as the work of the Conference was concerned. Regional grouping was 
being used purely as a matter of convenience, and it was to be hoped that each regional 
group, when deciding on the composition of its contact group, would ensure that all 
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interests were properly represented. Meetings of the consultative group would be open 
to all, but. he suggeeted that participation in the actual debate on any item should be 
limited to about eifM members designated by thr regional grout, itself. The membership 
of the contact group would not, however, be United to eight. Alternates could be 
included, oo as to permit countries particularly interested in an item to participate 
in the debate. At the Committee level, the membership of the contact groups might 
differ from one Cottnittee to mother at the discretion of the regional group concerned. 
At the Conference level, however, there would be only one consultative group. Changes 
in the membership of contact groupe would be left to the discretion of the regional 
groups. themselves. He hoped that the Chairmen of the regional groups would consider 

the proposal and take the necessary steps. 

Mr. SCHRgn*™ (Peru) expressed doubts as to the Boundness of the method 
proposed by the Chairman. Some regional groups would have great difficulty in 
appointing contact groups, and delegations which did not participate in the work of 
the contact groups would be reluctant to accept mere observer status. Furthermore, the 
method proposed might give rise to useless duplication of effort; each completed text 
would, of course, be submitted to a second forum in which all States were represented, 
but there wan a strong possibility that States which had not participated in the 
negotiations would not accept their outcome - a situation which would lead to a 
re-opening of the debate. It would therefore be difficult to secure acceptance of the 
proposed method by the full membership. 

He proposed that the Conference should instead hold informal plenary meetings, 
with the participate n of all delegations, c i the most iaporta t and controversial 
questions on its agenda. He proposed that, in order to speed up the work, the time 
allowed to each speaker choidd be limited to five minutes. Statements would relate 
only to the textc under consideration. Delegations would speak only on those aspects 
of the question which, in their 'view, were in dispute. They would confine themselves 
to making specific proposals and refrain from making general policy statements. The 
chRinnan of each regional group would report the position of the other members of hi? 
group and defend their common interests. Each delegation would have to refrain free 
taking the floor to repeat observations already made by other delegations holding ‘he 
same point of view. 
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With regard to documents, he oaid that the First Committee already had basic 
documents before it. The Second Committee, given the stage its work had reached, 
could easily submit basic texts, with variants reflecting the main trends. They 
would dimply be preliminary drs.lt texts which could be elaborated or redrafted later 
and which would not represent the official position of the officers of the Committee. 

He felt that, in any oace, the importance of the issues involved required that 
all States represented at the Conference should be able to participate on the same 
footing in the negotiations on crucial issues. 

Rofflr JACKLIITC (United Kingdom) said that, although he shared the 
Chairman's concern, he was not sure that the establishment of formal negotiating 
machinery would really help to speed up the work of the Conference. Each Committee 
was already engaged in negotiations, and it was for the chairmen to speed up the 
process. The establishment of a consultative group, formed from among contact groups 
or regional groups had never in the past given very good results and had rarely led 
to real negotiations. The task of carrying out such negotiations should be entrusts i 
to the Chairmen of the Committees. He agreed with the representative of Pen that 
all delegations should be able to participate on an equal footing in the negotiations. 
In his view, the other suggestions made by the representative of Peru could easily be 
followed. However, he was not in favour of informal plenary meetings. He could 
not, therefore, support the establishment of an. infomal negotiating group. 

I fe. TREDII-miCi; (Bolivia.) said that he shared the Chairman's concern, about 
progress of the Conference. Ho believed that the arrangements proposed by the 
representative of Peru should be adopted and that special-interest groups should be 
pre-eminent . 

— EJiG ° ( TJnited Republic of Cameroon) expressed the view that the procedure 
proposed by the Chairman could not, as matters stood, be applied at the level of the 
plenary Conference. The Peruvian proposal deserved consideration, but some points 
of it might cause great difficulty. It was hard to say at what stage a question could 
e referred to the Drafting Committee; that Committee might seek to make last-minute 
changes to a text which the Committee had had great difficulty in preparing. Father 
than limiting the time allowed to speakers, it would be better to exclude general 
debate, since each delegation had already explained the position of its country at 

length and knew the position of others. The Conference would thereby save valuable 
time . 
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Hr. OGISO (Japan) shared the Chairman's concern with regard to the progress 
of the- work; the informal consultations within each of the three C'Jimittees were, 
however, making ste- ly, if some-.jhat slow, progress. Each cot. littee had carried cut 
consultations in ite own way, principally on the basis of interest groups. Rather 
than change methods at rc late a stage - which would inevitably create confusion - it 
would be better to try to maintain the existing momentum. Obviously, no delegation 
would ui 3 h tc be excluded, through a restricted negotiating procedure, from 
discussions cn issues of particular concern to it. Heither the work of the proposed 
contact groups nor any other negotiating work should be undertaken outside the 
existing informal machinery. 

Hr. de lACHARRIEHE (France) observed that the Conference was raking rregrer? . 
however slow, particularly in considering questions of substance and proccciur-’: . As 
to whether informal contact groups should bp ret up, hir delegation believed that the 
prime need wan to preserve the feeling of universal participation in the invent ion; 
otherwise delegations which felt that they had been excluded from the negotiating 
process would question, in a wider forum, the results of the process. Consequently, 
the main rick was that the small contact groups might delay the work. Any machinery 
established should be characterize! by extreme flexibility with regard tc the number 
and the selection of its members, who should not be designated by the regional groups. 
The experience cf the Conference had shown that the regional groups were easily split 
or overrider by combination.-, of interest groups. The procedure r so far established 
were beginning to function, anil the negotiating groups established within the 
committees at the in rtigsti - f the chair v n were already producing useful results - 
an indication that the procc-aure wan promising. To supplement that process , his 
delegation proposed that the "hairmen of all the Committees -iiculd establish any 
negotiating groups that th'.y right deer newer nary, in consultation with delegations 
having particular interest ir, the problems being ceneidored. 

lir. SEA (Colombia) tharkod the Chairman for hir efforts to spec,: up the vrvk: 
the proposed new system should not, however, disrupt the fun tioning of the existing 
groups . He asked hoi; the trrjisfer of tht work ::f the existing groups to the proposed 
regional contact groups would be arranged and whether the proposed consultative 
group would be able to take the initiative itself or whether it would be required 
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a imply to consider the conclusions submitted to it. Moreover, there was reason to 
fear that under the new system it would be difficult for individual delegations to 
get a hearing. The Latin American group was preparing new suggestions for improving 
the progress of the work, and in that connexion the Peruvian proposal on holding 
informal plenary meetings should be adopted. 

Iir» KtlQKE (Federal Republic of Gennany) said that he shared the doubts 
expressed by the representatives of the United Kingdom and. Japan regarding the wisdom 
of establishing regional contact groups. It was well known that thero was no unity 
of doctrine within the regional group of Western European, and other States, and it 
would be very difficult for one of those States to represent all the others. All 
countries must be placed on an equal footing. The existing working groups had 
achieved some progress, and they should be given the opportunity to continue their 
work, the chairmen being specifically responsible for encouraging then to work more 
quickly. The Peruvian proposal for a time-limit on statements was certainly sensible; 
on the other hand, he doubted whether informal plenary meetings were advisable. 

* Y0] PA (Turkey) eaid that he shared the doubts expressed by previous 
speakers. It was clear that the Conference was not making as rapid progress as might 
be desired, but that was hardly surprising in. view of the volume and complexity of the 
work to be done. A reasonable system of work had been established by trial and 
error, and practical results had been obtained. The Second Committee, for example, 
had prepared a very interesting document on baselines. The First and Third 
Committees were showing signs of a softening of positions, and it would be regrettable 
if the Conference, discouraged by the slow pace of the work, took the risk of losing 
the benefit of three weeks' work by changing the system. His delegation, doubted 
the usefulness of contact groups composed of only the chairmen of the regional groups. 
Such groups could carry out useful work only if the chairmen concerned could speak 
on behalf of all the other members of the group which they represented, but within 
the regional groups ideas were not always identical and interests diverged widely. 

With regard to the Drafting Committee, he agreed with the Chairman that that Committee 
should have before it texts that were already complete, and the Conference was clearly 
not yet at that stage. A number of proposals had been made about the organisation of 
the work, but the essential rule was to permit each delegation to. express its views. 
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Mr. 0G0HDKRE (Nigeria) acknowledged that progress was slow but felt that it 
was gaining momentum . As the representatives of the Federal Bepublic of Germany and 
Turkey had stated, for each delegation the : 3 were certain issues with which it was 
particularly concerned, and no chairman of a regional group would be in a position to 
speak on behalf of all the members of hin- group. Moreover, the negotiating groups 
and the informal working groups were already in the process of drawing up proposals 
to be submitted to their respective Consul t teen and thereafter referred to the 
Drafting Coranittee, if necessary. Accordingly, those methods of work should continue 
to be used', particularly since they made Interaction among the individual interest 
groups possible. The Conference possessed tools which might be imperfect, but to 
which it was becoming accustomed. If it wished to change them, it would have to 
start again from the beginning. 

Mr. 3TOYEN50N (United States of America) agreed with the representative of 
France that progress was being made and that the outcome of the current negotiations 
would soon become apparent. It was certainly desirable for liie President of the 
Conference to continue doing his utmost to accelerate the work. Oie of the beet ways 
of facilitating negotiations and saving time was to avoid holding too many formal 
meetings. 

At the level of the committees with regard to the vertical column, the powere of 
decision of the chairmen and officers should be strengthened and they should be 
encouraged to take the initiative and to continue their work, using the same methods. 
On the horizontal nlane, it was necessary to avoid wasting time and to find a means 
of establishing links between the Committers. Hie delegation had no preconceived 
ideas about how to attain that goal; the representative of Chile had suggested that 
co-ordination should be effected through the officers of the committee, as had already 
been done to some extent. In any case, it would be useful to have a forum in which 
to discuss proposals which transcended the boundaries between committees. 

Mr. KOH (Singapore) said the Chairman's proposal was probably unrealistic , 
in view of the importance of the subjects being dealt with by the Conference and the 
diversity of interests represented in it. Delegations hesitated to entrust their 
interests to spokesmen from elsewhere. He had another suggestion to make: the 
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General Committee might ask the other three Committees to make a rapid survey of the 
methods of work they were using and to report baok in a few days , indicating what 
■w improvements or new methods they reoommended for speeding up the work. The Chairman of 
the working group of the First Committee had proposed that he should submit to the 
• group a text which would serve as a basis for negotiations. In the Second Committee, 
the method used had been that of small special-interest groups, dealing with such 
subjects as baselines and historic waters. However, within the latter Committee the 
large number of variants constituted an obstacle to the rapid progress of the work. 

The Chairman of the Seoond Committee might therefore oonsider drawing up a text on the 
basis of whioh negotiations oould be conduoted. 

He fully supported the Peruvian proposal that statements should be subject to a 
time-limit and should be confined to matters of substance and textual points. 

ifci. EBRI 3 IC (Yugoslavia) said that at so late a stage it would be a 
retrograde step to convert the General Committee into a consultative group, after 
all the effort that had been expended by delegations in recent weeks. He pointed out 
that participants had reached a uniform position on certain questions, and that the 
Group of 77 had played a constructive role. It therefore seemed best to leave 
existing bodies the room for manoeuvre they already had* as for the Drafting Committee, 
its task should be to give the final touohes to texts on whioh agreement had been 
reaohed. 

SUw YAPkOV (Bulgaria) said that he too was concerned at the slow pro gr ess 
being made by the Conference) he thought, however, that the first question to be 
.answered was to what extent the problem confronting the Conference was a technical one. 
In his view, there was indeed a technical problem, but there was also a political 
problem. The will of participants to negotiate should be strengthened, and the 
o Conference should utilize its preparatory work in order to reduce the number of 
variants and to arrive at compromise texts. 

S As for the participation of members of the Conference in negotiations, it was 

evident that participation varied according to the committee considered, but could 
be ensured through both formal and informal negotiations. In the Third Committee, 
for example, discussion of the two main questions before the Committee, namely, 
marine pollution, and scientific research and the transfer of technology, was arranged 
in such a way sb to ensure the participation of all members. 
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On the question of the effectiveness of the deliberation-, it was dear that the 
jpe suite depended on the texts that had been prepared. Snail working groups were 
therefore preparing drafts which the Committees then considered at informal meetings. 

He had no objections to the setting up of a consultative group, but since no 
general a gr eement had as yet emerged on the subject, he thought that such a step would 
be premature. The Chairman should find a way of bringing the delegations concerned 
together to consider the moot controversial of the critical questions before the 
Comittee and initiate discussions of a politioal nature. 

I *iii to negotiate was beginning to emerge, and members must succeed in preventing 
the Conference from turning into a permanent institution. 

With regard to the Peruvian proposal that the Conference should hold informal 
plenary meetings, he did not think that that suggestion would help to speed up the pace 
of the works however, it would be useful to limit the time allowed to speakers, 
although the five-minute time-limit envisaged by the Peruvian representative would be 
difficult to adhere to. 

mp mffi na (Chile) aaid it was essential to achieve practical results at the 
currant session, since public opinion would not understand why the Conference was 
continuing indefinitely. He agreed with the representatives of Prance and the 
United States that the Conference had made some progress, and that the problem lay in the 
fact that that progress had bean made at informal meetings in which many delegations 
had not participated. The solution was to ensure the participation of all delegations 
in negotiations and to give offioial status to results obtained within working groups. 

Horeoter, as had been pointed out by the representative of Singapore, it did not 
seem possible to work on the basis of a whole series of variants! the Conference should 
have a single baaio text before it. The Second Coemittee, for example, in spite of the 
efforts of its Chairman, and unlike the First and Third Committee., had no basic text. 

He therefore fully supported the proposal of the representative of Singapore, which 
wait to the heart, of the problem. 
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However, there remained a problem of co-ordination: questions involving scientific 
research and pollution, for instance, were linked to the powers exercised by the coastal 
* 3tate over the ec °nomic zone. Since those questions had been referred. to different 
committees, difficulties would arise if the work of the Third Committee did not go 
forvard at the same pace as that of the, Second Committee. It was the General Committee 
which should provide liaison between the work of the three Committees j the 
tMted States representative had also mentioned that co-ordinating role. 

In short, what was needed was some machinery for giving official status to the 
results achieved by the informal working groups, for preparing texts that could serve 
as a basis for negotiation and for co-ordinating the work of the three Committees. 

^ (United Republic of Cameroon) said that the exchange of views that 

had just taken place had been frank and fruitful: however, without formally requesting 
the closure of the debate, he suggested that the Committee should conclude its 

consideration of the matter in order to enable the working groups to continue their 

work. 

(Tunisia) said that he shared the Chairman's concern as to the 
pace of the Conference's work? his delegation had some douhts, however, about the 
Chairman's proposal that formal negotiating machinery should be set up and that the 
Drafting Committee should be instructed to make a choice among a number of variants. 

In spite of the proliferation of working groups, delegations preferred that method; 
it seemed to have produced, good results, notably in the First and Third Committees, 

Since it enabled delegations to take into account their national and regional interests. 
It would therefore be difficult to make any change in procedure. Moreover, he believed 
that members should have confidence in the chaireen of the Committees, should not press 
for undue haste in the negotiations, and should ask the Chairman of the Second Comnittee 
' t0 Prfipare a basic text «ak e ^ available to the working greups. Lastly, the 

President, of, the Conference might co-ordinate the activities of the three Committees 
‘ h ° W dally * eetingS with their Ch ai™^ and, if necessary, convene plenary meetings of 
the Conference for the purpose of adopting texts drafted in committee before sending 
them to the Drafting Committee. 
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i ft mtrmrr (Algeria), eld that, in the lntereata of democracy and 
equality, negotiating group e should he open to all participants. In addition, the 
groups should work on the basis of what had already been achieved, In severl oases 
consensus had already emerged. When a oosnittee had before it a Targe number of 
texts - as was the case with the Second Committee - it should endeavour to roooncile 
11 points of view. As the Peruvian representative had aid, the adoption of globl 
and nationl positions should be avoided as far as possible, sinoe the position of 
each country was veil knovn. He considered that the proposals made by the Psruvian 
representative contained a number of constructive elements which merited the 


attention of the Committee. 

• mu. HBi-nmi* pointed out that at the beginning of the meeting he had 
submitted no forml propoels, but had merely informed the Cc«itte. of suggestions 
he had discussed with the Chiron of the three Main Committees and the Chiron 
of the regionl groups. It had never been his intention to Iter the methods of work 
being employed by tbs (Wttees. Be fully shared the view of seme speakers that 
ia preparing a convention of the type contemplated, there ahold be maximum _ 
participation by 11 members of the Conference, not restricted participation. It was 
nevertheless true that the limited membership of =e*t1n negotiating groups had not 
prevented them fro. conducting fruitful negotiations. Some members found 
negotiations in smll working groups useful, while at the earns time maintaining tha 
11 delegations should participate in negotiation., he did not believe that those 
two. points of view were incompatible. If the procedure Iready being followed prove 

satisfactory, there would be no need to modify it. - 

With regard to the proposl by the Peruvian representative that informl plenary 

meetings should be held, he thought it would be premature to take such action and 
that such meetings might duplicate the activitle. of other bodies. 

On the subject of the proposl by tha representative of Trance, he aid hat the 
procedure in question was Iready being followed by the Tirst and Second Coanittees. 
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He considered that the suggestion mads by the representative of Singapore, 
to the effect that the Chairman and officers of the Second Committee should consider 
asking one of the members of the General Committee to prepare a text which could 
serve ae a basis for negotiation, was of great importance. 

He fully supported the suggestion by the Peruvian representative that the time 
allowed to speakers during negotiations should be limited. In that connexion, he 
said that the Chairman of the First Committee had reported that the members of 
that oomittee were endeavouring to practise self-discipline. 

In conclusion, he said that he would, as proposed by the representative of 
Bulgaria, hold daily meeting 8 with the Chairmen of the three Main Committees in 
order to keep himself informed of the progress achieved in each committee and to 
assess the effectiveness of methods of work. He would report to the Committee on 
the matter at the following meeting. 
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